It is not my object, in the few remarks which I presume to offer to this Society, to take up the general question of the classification of tumours. That is a question on which much difference of opinion exists, and whose discussion would demand detailed consideration. The chief differences among observers have arisen by one class laying more stress on the structure of tumours, and others on the mode of growth and appearance during life. Hence have arisen two chief principles of classification, one in which the various classes are distinguished by their structure alone, and the other in which some are distinguished by the peculiarities of their structure, and others by their mode of growth. There is no method of classification which, so far as I am aware, altogether ignores the structure ; 110 one calls the fatty tumour anything but a fatty tumour; though, on the other hand, some would object to the expressions innocent and malignant as used to distinguish classes of tumours. As a corollary to this, it follows that, whenever it can be shown that a particular form of tumour possesses a structure different from that of any of the classes of tumours usually described, it ought to, and must be, put in a group by itself. The clinical relations [Nov., of tumours are doubtless important, but so also is the structure ; and believing, as we do, that nature is ever ^consistent with herself, we must recognise, in a distinct difference of structure, a specific difference in kind. While, therefore, in the remarks which are to follow, most stress is laid on the structure, I do not wish it to be understood that I consider this to be the only view which it is right to take. The two classes of tumours which are to be considered have been chiefly defined by the great German pathologist, Yirchow 
